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Sir: 

APPELLANTS I REPLY BRIEF 

This Reply Brief is necessitated by several "new points of 

argument" in the Examiner's Answer mailed July 25, 2006. Each new point of 
argument is addressed below in turn. 

(10) Response to Arguments 

In the "Response to Arguments" in Section (10) of the Examiner's 
Answer, the Examiner argues the "material of die reference employs a 
compatibilizer of polyethylene-block-copolyamide in a polyethylene terephthalate 
sheet that has been stretched in a ratio of 3.3 (see column 8, paragraph 1 of the 
reference)". Contrary to the Examiner' 9 asscrtiona, however, there is no mention 
at column 8, paragraph 1, nor anywhere else in the examples, of use of a 
compatibilizer. This explanation as to how Greener at al necessarily anticipates 
the present claimed invention accordingly represents clear error. 



Group Art Unit: 1752 
Examiner Amanda C. Walke 

facsimile tun mai ■■Ion, to tbo uoltad scat as mmt and 
TrmOmm Mrtt attic* on thm sat* fortn baXsw« 



10/797,982 



PAGE 112* RCVDAT 9/25O006 3:32:49 PM [Eastern Dayight Time] » SVR:USPT(«FXRF<5J17 ■ DN1S:2738300 * CSID:585 477 1148 4 DURATION (mm<s):0044 



89/25/2006 15:44 585-477-1148 EASTMAN KODAK / PATENT PAGE 02/82 

RECEIVED 

SEP 1 5 2D0S 

The Examiner further states that she is nnpersuaded by Applicants' 
explanation that the Kubota references are evidence that the claimed roughness is 
not an inherent property of the materials employed in Greener et al because the 
"polymers employed in the Kubota references are a polyester and polyetherirnide, 
not the PET employed in the Greener et al reference (and tbe instant 
invention/examples)." PET, however, is a polyester, and the referenced examples 
of the US 2002/01 14977 and USP 6,783,889 Kubota references actually do 
include several examples specifically employing PET as the polyester. Such 
statement by the Examiner is accordingly not understood, and represents further 
clear error. 

In summary, there is no disclosure of the use of any particular 
compatibilzer at any particular concentration which would necessarily inherently 
result in a surface roughness as required by the present claimed invention, and the 
Examiner accordingly has not adequately set forth a prima facie case as to why the 
Greener et al. disclosure necessarily inherently anticipates the present claimed 
invention, and the rejection of Applicants* claimed invention thereover represents 
clear error. 

Respectfully submitted, 

— 

Attorney fcfApplicant(s) 
Registration No. 33,564 

Andrew J. Anderson/ct 
Rochester, NY 14650 
Telephone: (585) 722-9662 
Facsimile: (585)477-1148 

If lUe Ejuuuxuct is unable U> leovk Uis App!ie?mi{a) AtUmrsy si &s Cslspliura? uuisifoer &m;vidsU, Hit? 
Examiner is requested to communicate with Eastman Kodak Company Patent Operations al 
(585) 477-4656. 
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